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ABSTRACT 

The final report lists accoaplishaents of a 3-year 
federally funded project to identify and serve gifted handicapped 
preschool children. Procedures and otitcoaes are set forth for 
objectives in each of the following areas: services to children* . 
services to families* staff developaent* and demonstration and 
dissemination. (CL) 
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GIFTED-HANDICAPPED, .PRESblOOL PROGRAM 
CltAPEL'HILL -TRAIN ING-OUTREACl! PROJECT 



I. ItJtroductLon ' > . , ■ - - . . . .1 . . , 

Having compJ(eted Its third year of functioning-, the ^ifted-hahdic^ped 
program is one of ti^a such projects in the U;iited States, funded /by the . 
Bureau of Education for the Handicapped, The Gifted-Handicapped* Preschool 
Project is funddd through the Chapel hill Training-Outreach Project which ^ 
for nine years had been, dedicated to ^the development of appropriate ^dtica- 
tfonal services.' for young, handficapped childten and theiru families. The 
curriculum, metihofdology and mat;erial5 developed, have been extended to ^ 
personnel working with young children through a Jietwork of. training that 
has "reacheftl cmV' throughout the United States, as well as to local and\ 
st^te program^ and agencies ^ ' ' ^ 

J*rior tQ the beginning of the Gif tedr-Mandicajpfped Project, a comprehen- 
sive Search cif the literature revealed 'a voij ^in research of. services for 
the gifted-handicapped child* Tt}6 ^n^d for a model demonstration program 
to. serve , young, gifted-handicapped children and their families as. was 
evidenced by; ' * ' * 

; ^ ■ ^ / . ^ • 

* lack of research 

■ , * laci^ of services ' . . ^ 

*' demonstrated effectiveness of^ early intervention 

* cohtributions of ^gifted individuals who have overcome physical or 
experiential handicaps 

* Itick 6,f. assessment procedures appropriate for children with a- 
. ^ ^ variety of modality deficits . ^ 

* * lack of cutriculum and advociacy, for^ children .with special talents or 
unusual abilities, , 

• . 3 



In^deveioplng fhe most api^roprlate model of service delivery tp thi^ 

J- 

unlfjuc populaLion (young, gifted-handieapped), efforts have focused on the 
following questions: ' , ■ ^ * , ■ * 

* ^^\ij^t services are already available for this program? 

I . ■ - . ■■ * ' ' ' 

What 'Specific' ij^eds' (related to the young, gifted-handicapped) 

^' ' ^* ' It' ^ ^ . 

are present in North Caroling? 

■ f\ ■■ . . ■ ' ■ ■ ,• • , . ■ 

^ * WH^t are the ttost appropriate strategies for identification of these 
yO|ingsteics? . ^ ^ , ^ . ^ 

* V^Lt form of servij^e delivery, will in<;ure continued maximum impact 
tio the gifted-handicapped in North Carolina? 

* What innovative ; ^sr^essmeht and curriculum materials are most needed 
* for Dpttmal servicers to the young, gifted-handicapped? 

What' are th£ specific needs of the families of the gifted-handicapped 

-te ' .. : " . . .' 

< ' xhild? ' ^ ^ 

« ■ . i, ^ 

^ ■ - ■ - - f . 

* What ^te the most effective' str-ategies for evaluating the effective- 
ness 'pf the program? . ^ 

t, . The report tha,t follows documents the 'accompii^hments with relationship 
to the objectives specified in the secc>nd year proposal in the areas of 
services 'to children, services to families, - staff development; and demon- 
stratlon and^^'iascsiblnation* The Project Summary , a product of three year's 
■^effort to disseminate infoymation t^ target audiences contains a detailed 
account of all program components. * 
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SERVICES TO CmuiREN / 




r'- 


'OBJECTIVE 


- 1 

PROCEDURES 


OUTCOML 


'Tc> develop alternative procedures 
for identifying' ydung gi f ted^hand icapped 
efeiildren* 


L.a. A referral form, including a 
characteristics (Checklist, was developed 
for use by teachers. 


l-a. Checklist developed in first vear 
wa& revised ^nd^ expandt^d to include 56 
items in !^evf-n areas (Project Summary 
p. 18). The five most common beimviorial 
tharac teristics attributed to ciilldren , - 
referred were Identified, 


■■ ■ ■ ' 


l,b» A battery of non-discriminatory 
evaluation procedures were identified 
for juse with preschool handicapped chilld- 
ren* ^ ^ 


1, b» Gu idelines for ident if ic^ t ion were 
developed and are available for dissemina- 
tion in the Project Summary (p- 25), 


-6'" 


I.e. Appropriateness ^f referrals was 
used as an index of tHe effectiveness of 
identification procedipres 


I.e. Eighty-oig(l^t percent of referrals 
w^re identlf ied as gifted-handic ripped 
after further evaluation, (See Project 
Summary, "Recruitment", pp. 13-16. ) 


2. To develop a replicable model of 
case-f induing procedures, 

■ - ■ , ' ■■ 


2. a. In the search for young gifted- 
handicapped children, the following pro- 
cedures were employed; 

a) 10 presentatigns 

b) 10 agency visits 

c) 500 letter^ 

d) 150 phone calls 

e) one pbblic service announcement 
(radio) « 

f) one television interview 

g) 4 pewspaper articles 

h) one television news, spot 


2. a/ Thlrty^five children in North 
Carolina were identified as gifted- 
handicapped . 

\ 

1 


- i ■ ■ ■ * 


* 

2.b. Teachers in 3 of the Consultation, 
sites administered the Child Behavior 
Inventory to the gifted-handicapped child- 
ren and a rant'om sample of other children 
in the same classroom. 


2.b. Gifted-handicapped children identi- 
fied by the Project achieved a mean ^core 
that was 2*7 points higher than* the 
othe^ children in the sample (see Project 
Summary, pp, 101rl02), 


ERLC ^ V , . . ^ 


/ 

* 


n 
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Services to Children (continued) 



r 



OBJECTIVE 



PROCEDURES 



OUTCOME 



3, To ^establish rep lie able criteria for 
services to yoUn^^ gifted-handicapped 
children. 



4. To provide multi-disciplinary 
^diagnostic and treatment services for 
young gifted-handicapped children. 



3. Criteria for services were developed 
with consideration o^ : 

a) Children who have already been diag- 
nosed as handicapped 

Parental approval 



3. Criteria for services are estab^ 
llshed for participation - in demon- 
stration classroom Vand for consultation 
services. (S^e Projec t Summary , 
pp. 2A-270 



b) 
c) 



General consensus of professionals 



d) Geographical location 

e) . Type hi disability 

f) Commitment of parents and/or Agency, 



4, Multi-disciplinary diagnostic and 
'treatment services were provided by the i 
staff of the University of North Carolirfa 
Division for Disorders of Developrment / 
and Leaming, a. University affiliated / 
training facility, throiigh established 
ifcol labor at ion procedures 



4. One hundred percent of uhe child- 
ren enrolled in the Chap*?l Hill 
Demonstration Project for youngs gifted- 
Handicapped children received appro- 
priate diagnostic and treatnent services 
Additional gifted-handicapped childr^ 
in other programs received some 
services through consultation ^by 
D.D,D.L. staff. Three full evaluations 
were done, one follow-up evaluation, ■ 
and 30 hours of therapy were delivered. 



Servlceo 



to Clilldren 



(cont Inuod) ^ 



OBJ (ACTIVE 



To eHtnbllsli nn Ind Ividun 1 tzed In- 
struct lonnl man;if;t;ment system for eacli 
child enrolled In the diirnonstrat Ion 
program. 



6. To establish procedures for document- 
ing and reporting each child's progress. 



11 



ERIC 



f 



PROCEDURES 



5. TndLvldual learn I nj; oh )oc t Ivcf* <'ind 
prose r Ipt ivt^ prof^ramfj wo re dovolnpt^d for 
(inch child t^nrollfrd In the cloiTioris.trnt f on 
pro^^r^im. Use of Liie^ L(>nr n Lnj^ Accfjmp I 
mem t Trof li e, oh j t!C t Lvus leased on (Uoum* s 
Taxonomyj and recr)mmf*nda t: lon.y pi intor- 
d Isc 1 pi Inary prof ess lona 1 prescr l[)t ions 
formed the basis of the Individual 
mana^*omc.^n t syatem. The units of 1 earn-- 
Ing found In tlie Chapel (1111 Project 
popular Plarining (iuide were translated 
Into a curriculum supplttinant whlcli pro- 
vld^es a functional guide for preschool 
teachers in moving to creatjlvt', intjulry^ 
divergent , evalua t Ive learn Ing exper 1- 
ence.s. 

'6. Individual pupiJ progress was docu- 
mented by tlie following procedures: 

* 

a. Pre-post measures On appropriate 
standardized tests and developmental 
scale. 

b. ^ Long-range goals and short-terra 
objectives, 

c. Pre- post Self -'Concept Inventory. 

d. Pret-post Child Behav,ior Inventory. 

e* Periodic filing of samples of indi- 
vidual projects^ vork paperSj art, etc. 

f . Video-taping ^ 

g. Design and development of case-study 
' reports on each child. 

h. I. E. P. conferences held and Dicyement 
to optimal placement which provides the 
least restrictive alternative. 



OUT CO HI-; 



One hundrt^d [ierc(*nL of t)ie chlld- 
j"en'f* i nd i v I dual \\r <^\\V -.wwn ;\rv drxHi*- 
monr.ed hy wrJttt-ii fW\)r(U Ives [irt^^ 
jycr \ l>ed every t liren iiKuiLhs , i nd I v i dua t 
CnV rlciiluni rc;t ordj;, rnul tlierapy reporty 
(See Jlniiintary , pp. ) 

3. h , '["wenLy nn 1 1 of the eurr Iculum 
Kn[j[)l t?rnen t are d iwe I ojieil ;ind arc 
cur rent 1 y he In^^ [jr i ntetl to fie a va li- 
able fur d l<jsem i nat^ion. 



6. a. All children enrolled In the 
demonstration program have pupil 
progress records. Indlvi<iual data 
and use of it is reported in detail 
in the Project Summary , pp, 103-117. 
It is reported in tlie format devel- 
oped for looking at individual, 
rather than group data for this 
un ique pOf-ulaCion . 

6.b. A minimum of 7 children will 
be moving i^ito Integrated Public 
school placements for the coming 
school year . ^ 
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Services to Children (continued) 



■OBJECTIVE 



PROCEDURES 



OUTCOME 



7* To establlsli a model demonstration 
program of services to young, gifted- 
hand Icappcd children. 



/ 



8i To validate and field test first 
^Itlon of Planning Guide for Gifted- 
Preschoolers In order to refine and 
finalize publication after ac^tual use 
by teachers. 



7. A combination center-based and cdft^ul- 
tation program of services to young, 
gif ted-h"andicapp£;d was developed. Ser^ 
vicTes provldc^l to young rJorth terolina 
children who display unusual ^ibilities 
in ^'pite of physical, emotlortal or ex- 
periential handicaps. Represented In 
this group will be children eijcompassing 
varied economic, geographic, and rac lal 
backgrounds. 



8* Four procedures were .designed and 
Implemented with evaluat ion consultant 
to .validate curricula. 



7..a* Thirty-five gifted-handicapped : 
children w^^re identified. Fourteen 
received on-g6ing direct, services; 
some consultar,lon, either in the form 
of evaluation pr educational recommend- 
ations were received by twenty-one. 

7.b.- A' continuum of services delivery 
was established (see Prpject Summary , 
p. A2) to provide individual Ized 
services to specific ch^ld^en ana their 
families. ' ^ 

8^ Input from validation procedures 
Integrated into the final copy of the 
inlng Guide for Gifted Preschoolers 



and are .described in detail fn Project 
Summary, .pp. 118-129 









• 
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SERVICES TO FAMILIES 


V ■ 




OBJECTIVE 


PROCEDURES 


OUTCOME 


* ^ ■ ^ ■ 
1, To. orient families to the children 


1. Procedures foT Orientation included; * 


l.a. Systematic procedures for 


enrolled in the demonstration program to 
the project's purposes, objectives. 


a. coordination of initial contact 
with collaborating agency 


orientation of families was developed , 
and are reported in detail in the 


&taff roleSfc and parent roles- 


Project Summay pp. 77,191^210. 




b, intake interviews 




c. , classroom observation 


1-b- A parent's Guide to the deraon- 
"sJEration prog|fan and other resources 
was developed,:' and distributed to 




d\ parent manual ' - 




e, use of multi-media concnunication 
■ (videotape, print and slide-tape pre- 


all Jamilie?^' (See Project Summary, 
Appendix j[)p, 205-209.) 




sentations) . 


2- Written needs assessments were 




2- The needs assessment included; 


completed for 100% of the families 
of children enrolled in the dcmiOD" 




a, Staff-pardnt interviews 


stration program, ^ 




b. Use of a family needs assessment 


The' program for individual and 




, report (parent interest form). 


group participation was planned 




c. Statement of parental priorities for 
services . 


.based on the results of the needs 




assessment, .Topics for group ^es^ 


■ 1 

; 




sions were based on expressed needs. 
Individual needs were met as re- 
quested.. 


( 
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Services to Families (contfnued) 



OBJECTIVE 



PROCEDURES 



OUTC 



3. To provide a comprehenslVe array of 
services to families of children 
enrolled In the demonstration class* 



4. To develop and ■lmf)lement strategies 
for Involvement of families of gifted- 
handicapped children. 
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3. The following functions of the 
fapilly. program ..were developed-to provide 
comprehensive services td families jDf 
gifted-hand ibapped children : ' '■ ' 



a* 
b- 
c* 
<? , . 
e. 



supportive counseling^ 
liaison with the classroom, 
increase parenting skills 
referraL services 
advocacy an^l advocacy tra^^ning* 



4t The H^onstration project made avail- 
able the following setvices to fdihlJ^ies:' 

a* . individual parent-st^ff cor^f erences;:- 
b/ classroom orientation ^ 
Ct classroom obs^ervatlon 
Q* 'parent interest survey ^ - - 

e. participation in planning^obj^^tives 
" ft paren*t manu^^ 
g* volunteer classroom participation 
h^ use of hoine activity sheets \^ 
i* group parent meetings .^^ 
j. parent library (lending' library ^ith 

. books and toys) - ' , 

k* parent bulletin board ^ 
1- printed materials regardlnig chjLld^s 
spect^i ne^eds or genej^^al p^irenilng^'^ 
location of community resfw^rces,^,. 
advisory board participation - 



3. All parents participated in some 
options offered. 

a. Of twenty options for parejits, 
no parent participated in fewer 
^than sevenj.wlth eighteen being the 
higl^est. The was 12.8. 

b. All parents were given sdpportiveL. 
. couaeellTig^ and referral as needed* 

c. '^^vocafcy training yas provi<ied 
px -fe^i^ai* .|>ar en t . sessions. ^ J'^ 

d» Parents reported :<ihanges in " ^ 
their ■ej^ills (see Profexrt Summary ^ -v^, 

^ ; : ■ ' / ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ■ 

|A»a. * AlLfamilies/ participated in 
, some activ^ities viitfii tlj^ f ey^t bein^g 
seven, the highest eighteeii^ 4nd the 



k^iy^ )\omi. visits were made* to all 
hoin^s* ' ' - '^ 

4 ' ^ ; 

All pa;^eTlt^s plattlcipated ?.n 
he ei^aluatior. '^'^ - 



1 



■ / 



m* 
n* 

o/." 



■h(>the visits _ /tr 

loiter dis<^iplinary ev^uation 



■ ''J 

^ ■ ■ 



services to Faihllies (continued) 



OBJECTIVE 



procedi/res 



OUTCOME 



5* To increase the quality and quantity 
of community and state resources avail- 
abl^ to families of glf ted-handlcapped 
children . 



r 
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q* participation in materials develop- 
ment 

r. evaluation of program 

s\ home activities with child 

t. special workshops^ 

5k The family services coordinator and 
other staff served as advocates In In- 
creasing resource utilization and identi- 
fication, Including the following re- 
sources; 

a* University student tutors/ 

b» University personnel as workshop 

leaders ' ' 

c. Public school personnel 
, d. TADS ■ . 

^ e* University personnel as evaluators 

and therapists * . . 

f * State Division of Servlces^ to the 

Blind . - 

g* Church volunteer for workshops 
h» Mental Health Clinic Personnel 
±. Rehabilitation Center of Wake County 
j* Private Day Care i 
k* Family Setvlce of Wlnston-Salem t 
1* Direction Services of N* C* State 

Department of Public Instruction 
m» ^ North Carolina Advocacy Council on 

Children and Youth 
n» BEH Preschool Class 
o» Private music class j 
p» Frank Porter Graham Child" Developfcent 

Center \ 



5, All families received sferv^ices 

^ased. 6n needs assessment and 

priority of services* , ■ 

* 

a.' All ^children wejre tutored In 

group by music st;udent at U-N*C, 
One blind child was given 
Braille by student volunteer 

c» Three public school staff mem- . 
bers gave workshop to parents 

d* Technical Assistance In edit- 
ing parent materials was glv^ 
by TADS 

e» Speech, 0*T*' and' P»T* evalua- 
tions for children -and con- 
sultations to parents were 
gXven U.N*C* staff* 
, g* Chbrch personnel gave parent 
workshops 

h» Mental Health Clinic personnel 
gave parent workshop 

1, Rehabilitation center partici- 
pated w:^.th parents In planning 
I*E*P* for coming ^ear 

j» Family Services Agepcy was 

used as referral for disturbed 
sibling of one child* 

k* Direction Services was used 
as "internal advocate'' for 
consultation case In public 
schools * 

-.1 
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Services to Families Cc;ontinued) 



OBJECTIVE. 



^. To develop an evaTuatipn system 
which "documents the^ ef fectiveness of 
the family^ sservices program* 



\ 4* . 
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PROCEDURliS 



j6>^ EValuattOFis documented patent needs, 
Sc^:titfides,;^-:interest, ^ inyolvemen t .in 
program ^md^^atisfactiQn thrdugh'th^ use 
of: ' ' ^ ■ 

... ^ - 

^» parent intere$t\ forra ; .1^ ' 

'\ ■ . . / ^ ■ 

/c5iUld^>>ilL^^^^ form - 

■ ' ^ - ■■ ^ 

c» satisfaction evaluatloti; qupestion- 
'paire ' i# 

- ^ ' y 
d. ' parent-Child Interaction Scathe 



OUTCOME 



m. 



N. C. Advocacy Council was 
to secure support for pare^ijal" 
concern over f^tate School for 
Deaf admiss'Lon policy . ' . 

U.K.M- preschool class 4^dentified 
and used for collaborative ^pran- 
ning for one child. . ^ ^ 
Private tutor for violin class 
procured for. one student. 
Frank Porter Graham staff mem- 
ber gave workshop for parents 
group. F.P.G. invited 'two p^rentf* 
to attend Parents as Resourc^^ 
Workshop. ' ' ' , 



6.b. One hundred percent of the pj^ir- 
ents responded that there had been 
enough opportunities for evaluation. 

6.C. Rank ordering by parents af ac- 
tivities revealed those they cons'idered 
most helpful. The four most helpful 
activities were identified for each 
group of parents* They^are as follows"; 
J. " 
,1. "Printed materials regarding 

child * special .needs and/oT 
general parenting. . ' \ 

2. Parent-s taf f conferences 

3. Weekly pothers' meetings 
A. fipetial classroom days 

6.d» All t>arents stated their child , 
h^d made. improvements or positive 
ct^ng^s. s^.nce entering the program* 

' All parents reported that they 
l^ad gained from participation in 
the program and identified in which 
of the lO content areas they had pro- 
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Services to F#ftllles . (co^itlnued) 



OBJECTIVE 



PROCEDURES 



OUTCOME 



ERIC 



gressed. (See Project Summary ^ 
p, 136,) 



6*f. Detailed reporting of family^ 
changes, gains, and satisfaction is 
contained in the Evaluation s^ctiou 
of the Project Summary (pp* 13A-1A1) 



o 



STAFF DEVEtOPMEHT 



OBJECTIVE 



PROCEDURES 



OUTCOHIi 



1* To orient the demonstration program 
staff to project goals, objectives, and 
the roles of personnel, (See Pt^oj ect 
Summary , **Stafr Development,** pp, 70-72 
for additional Informat Ion, ) , 



2« To assess staff needs and plan for 
staff development . 



1» The procedures to be used In orlent-^ 
atlon of staff will Include: 

a» Use of Individual conferences 

b. Attendance at national and topical 
conferences 

c» Staff orientation and planning 
sessions 

Attendance at BEH Dlrector*s 
Conference 

e. Weekly supervisory conferences 

2* In response to project, objectives^ 
staff roles were specified competencies 
required to meet project responsibilities 
Identlf led» 



1,^ All stciff received written 
materials <ind part tc ipated In Ind Ivld- 
ual ^nd group meetings for the purpose 
of orientation Co general project 
f^oal a ntt 1 nd 1 y^l du aJ ro 1 e r espons 1 b 1 1 1— 
ties. 



2* Review of Individual competencies 
and needs to meet role and project 
were reassessed periodically to 
Identify staff development needs 
throughout the project year. 



CO 




Sfaff Development (continued)' 



OBJECTIVE 



3» To develop and implement strategies 
to be used in staff development* 



er|c 



2: 



PROCEDURES 



3. a* Procedures used in staff development 
were: 

1, Individual reading and study 

2, Training and orientation by collab- 
orating agencies 

3> Utilization of consultants 

A. Participation in conferences 

5, In-service training with Outreach 
staff \ 

6> , Participation in the University of 
North Carolina D>D,D.L, Core Course* 

1. Films 

8, Planning sessions and planning time 
incorporated into project structure. 



3.b. Evaluation of staff development 
was done through the use of a question- 
naire filled out by each staff member on 
which each staff develbpment strategies 
and experience was r4ted excellent, good, 
fair, or poor* 



OUTCOME 



3,a, The total project staff demon- 
strates; 

1 > . Awareness of current lit era ture, 
for gifted- handicapped > 

2. . Skills in identifyiQg and serv* 
ing children with sensory deficits. 

3, Skills in program development 
and evaliiation, 

A, Awareness of needs for research 
and direct services, 

5, Skiils in administering the ' 
Diagnostic LAP , working with 
families, media development , and 
curriculum development, 

6. Skills in diagnosis and treat*- 
ment of gifted-handicapped, 

3.b, At least one staff member at- 
tended each of 6 state and national 
conferences, 

3,c* All staff attended a minimum 
of 2 conferences or training work- 
shops * 



DEMONSTRATION, DISSEMINATION Am TRAINING 



OBJECTIVE 



PROCEDURES 



OUTCOME 



1, To demonstrate and disseminate the 
products of the Chapel Hill Model of 
Services to the Cif ted-Handicapped to 
major target audiences. (See Pr oject 
' Summary , ''Dissemination, Training, and 
Outreach, pp, 65-70. ) 




1- Tlie development of public awareness 
of the Cliape] liiH Model focused on two 
major groups: 



a. General I^iiblic 

Strategics for informing the general 
public of project actiie\/ements continued 
iiT^the following -ways; 

* Information releases to area pub- 
lic newspapers 

* Television coverage 

* The Chapel Hill Project newsletters 

* Publications 

b. Individual Interest Groups 

Professional organizations and 
agencies throughout the community and 
state continued to serve as major target^ 
of dissemination. These incluae: 

* The N- State Department of 
Public Instruction 

* The N. c. Committee on Services 
to Preschi^l Childrert 

* N- C, Head Start 

* N. c. Cay Care Association 

* BEH First Chance Network 

* Developmental Disabilities 
Training Institute 

Strategies for dissemination with these 
groups included: 

* Personal conferences 



l,a. By June 30th the following 
materials were developed for training 
and /or dissemination. 

1. Four slide presentations 

- Project Overv^iew 

- Identif icatiort^of Giftedness ^ 
in Young ChildrW^ 

- Audrey, A Case Study 

- Gifted Children in Head Start 

2. /Three publications 

- A PlanniiSfi Guide for Gifted 
Preschoolers (supplement to 
Outreach Preschool Planning 
Guide, ) 

- Chapel Hill Services to the 
Gifted-Handicapped: A Eroject 
Summary . 

- Programs for Parents of Pre- 
schoolers. 



l,b- Approximately one hundred and 
fifty visitors observed the demonstra- 
»tion class. Observers included par- 
ents and child care personnel from 
local, state, national and inter- 
national agencies. 

l,c.' 1,750 brochures wereidistributed. 



y: 



l.d. Two articles appeared in Out- 
reach Project newsletters, (Distribu- 
tion approximately 500,) 
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Demonstration, Dlsaeralnatlon^' and Training (continued) 



OBJECTIVE 
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PROCEDURES 



* letters and printed Ihfortnatlon 

* ^Pres^qtatlons at meetings 



\ 



0UTC0I4E 



I.e. Four newspaper artjicles ap- 
peared in North Carolina papers. 

l*f. An article was accepted for 
publication in G/T/C Magazine In 
August, 1978. 

l*g. Six graduate students had 
practlcums or did projects with the 
Gifted-Handicapped Project. These 
Included students from the areas of 
special educa tlon, speech, and 
social work* 

Ivh. Se/en vorkshopiB including 
participants were done to present 
the program to target audiences. 
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Worksjiopf? and Training by Outreach Staff on 
Cif tcd-Uandicappcd, 1977-78 



9/7? 



Gifted/Talented Teachers 
Chapel 'Hill-Carrboro 
School^ System 



Chapel Hill, N.C. 



Using Bloom's Taxonomy 
and the Unit Approach 



11/77 



Durham Technical InetitXite 



Durham, N.C. 



12 



Preschool services for the 
Cif ted-liandifcapped 



3/77 Conference on Gifted and 

Talented 



Raleigh, N.C. 



10 



Preschool Services for the 
GX f ted^Hand icapped 



3/78 



PREP Project 




Douglasville, 
Georgia 



Preschool Services for the 
Gifted-Handicapped 



5/78 



opmental Evaluation 
ic . ^ 



Boone, N.C. 
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Preschool Services for the 
Gifted -Handicapped 



00 



6/78 Southeastern Minnesota 

School Consultation 
Uhit 



Rochester, 
Minnesota 



90 



Project Overv£itf^ 



6/78 United Cerebral P^lsy 
Developmental Centei^ 



Raleigh, N* C, 



Home-made Materials and 
Working With Parents 
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Piirt in 



Tafilc U 



"'/^^Ettt^&^r actuar perfoijnance data f6r this tcport;:^pcrlod into the appropria» 
htxfcis;' Use'age as bf the tiine of the, orifiinaf applteation, dr\the contii\ 
uatlon app^Htrat ion /whichever is later* On lines abgvo line 11, count 
" ,iaultihandicapped individuals only one e.^,^ by primary handicapping condition, 

"S^ and indicate ttic number of multihantiicapped ,in lin-c 12. Data for lines 1 
thiouGt* H aTe for those directly served; i»ei, services to those enrolled 
/ or fccclv^ng m^^or services, ai^d not ""f hose, metfCly screened, referred or 
glvcn^^^ittimal or occasional services • 



TlfPE OF HANDICAP 



T7 Trainable Mcntallv Retarded 



NUMBER OK HANDIC^.?: 



[RVr.D 3V AGE 



AGES 
3^5 



AGES 
6-9 



AGES 
13-13 



AGES 



2#"J' Educable MertuaLlv Retarded 



3> Specific Learning Dis£ibilities 



A, Deaf-Blind 



'i 5^ Deaf /Hard of Hearin<> 



6, Visually Handicapped 

7# Seriously Enot ionaiiy Die? curbed 
$# Speech lir.paired' 



^9# Other Health Impaired 



10^ . Crippled Physical handicaps 
11, . TOTAL 



21 



12, 
lJ7 



Hultihandicapped in line 11 



Experient iaily deprived (minority 

Rifted ) 



If the data in the above table differ by more than; 10 percent from the 
date originally prescated in your approved application, please explain 
the differences* 



Table IB 

Huntber of Handicapped Children Receiving Service 

: i 



Hwiber of handicapped children receiving service not 

previously available in programs developed as a 

result of your projects example and/or assistance* Known_ 
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Estimated 



Humbef of handicapped children (not counted above) 

recolvinc Imptoved or augmeuted services through 

major Improvements* modifications or additions 

traceable to the example and/or assistance or your 

project- , Known 



Estimated 10 



Tabic IC - . 

Placement of Children Pa rLif^ipanc infi; In 
Early Chitdhood Prot^ram Durinc Rcportint^ Period 

If 

Indlc^itc the placeioent of children whof lef t your project during the y:tnr 
COVertd by this report period, 

Note: Count each child only once by primary type of placetn < >nt bolo-.^ . 



Number of Ch i Id '^cn 



Type of Placement ; Tull-t imo i^ ar t-t i n^i- 



Integrated placotnent (l»e», In ref^ular 

progrcHfts whith children who are not 
handicapped) 

Nursery schools 

Diy-care programs . 

Head Start 1 

Pre*-Kindergarten L_j 

Kindergarten ' 2 

Primary grade 

First 

Second *^ J 

Other " 

Special educa t ion placenent Ci^e,* in 

classes only for handicapped children 

but situated in regular f^rivate or 

public school) 

Pre-kindergarten 

Kind erga r t en^ ^ 2 

Primary grades 

First . 

Second 

Ot>icr ^ 

Institutional Placement 

Scheduled to remain in Early Childhood 

Program in coming year 

Other (specify) 



Table ID 




Cumulative number of children entered into 








Intgrated placement (if knowii^ prior to 


8 


known 




this report period 


No* 8 


est imated 




Estimated retention rate of ,«imiilative 








number in integrated placement ^ 


4 


known 






4 


estimated 





r 
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